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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 1, 25, 27 & 30 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. Applicant amended all the independent claims to state that GLLS is in a client 
network . However the specification does not support such limitation. However the 
specification describes that GLLS to be at the network's edge. Applicant is advised to 
formulate the claims as dictated by the boundaries of the submitted specification. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 1, 2, 5, 7, 8, 10, 12, 13, 19-25, 27-36 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Logan et al (U.S. 6,578,0066 B1). 

6. As per claims 1 , 25, 27 & 30 Logan disclosed a computer readable storage 
medium storing instructions that, when executed on entities within a network cause the 
entities to perform a method for handling a resource request, the method comprising the 
steps of; receiving a resource request at a GLLS in a client network from a client in the 
client network, the resource request identifying the requested resource: the GLLS 
forwarding the resource request to a GDLS at a, location remote from the client network 
(col.4, lines 47-67 & col. 5, lines 1-2): the GDLS searching a database for a resource 
record associated with the requested resource the resource record including a series of 
executable instructions (col. 3, lines 39-67): the GDLS analyzing a set of resource 
providers and determining the resource providers compatible with the resource request; 
the GDLS transmitting a response containing a list of resource providers to the GLLS, 
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the list including server selection criteria associated with the resource providers; the 
GLLS selecting the best resource provider in the list according, to the server selection 
criteria: and the GLLS executing- the executable instructions to facilitate providing the 
requested resource to the client by the best resource provider (col. 5, lines 46-67 & 
col.6, lines 1-3). Although Logan did not explicitly disclose GLLS (Generic Local Lookup 
Server) to be in a client network. However Logan did mention that "server switch" also 
known as front end servers provide server related management in all internet/Intranet 
(LAN) infrastructures. Logan further states that client access the service using a virtual 
service address that resides in a server switch that front ends those real servers. As 
connection request arrives for the virtual service, the service switch passes these 
requests onto one of the real servers in the hunt group based upon the knowledge of 
the server's availability, load balancing capability, and present load (col.1, lines 54-67 & 
col.2, lines 1-6). It would have been obvious to one in the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have incorporated the GLLS in the local client network. 

7. Additionally, by just simply moving/relocating the lookup server from a remote 
location to a local location while it is performing the same functions does not make it 
patentable. If applicant has a reason behind such relocation it should be mentioned in 
the claim language in light of the specification for proper examination. 
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8. As per claim 2 Logan disclosed a method according to Claim 1, wherein the 
resource request further comprises information relating to client location in the network 
and access speed (col. 5, lines 46-65). 

9. As per claim 5 Logan disclosed a method according to Claim 2 wherein the 
information is added to the resource request after said resource request is received at 
the GLLS from the client (col.4, lines 47-67 & col.5, lines 1-2). 

10. As per claim 7 Logan disclosed a method according to claim 1 , wherein the 
GLLS is a DNS server and the step of receiving a resource request comprises receiving 
a request concerning access to the resource provide (col.4, lines 47-67 & cbl.5, lines 1- 
2). 

11. As per claim 8 Logan disclosed a method according to Claim. 1 :, further 
comprising the steps of the GLLS: converting the resource request form operable by the 
GDLS and transmitting the converted resource request to the GDLS (col.4, lines 47-67 
& col.5, lines 1-2). 

12. As per claim 10 Logan disclosed a method according to Claim 1, wherein the 
requested resource is provided to the client by the best resource Provider via the GLLS 
(col.5, lines 46-67 & col.6, lines 1-3). 
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13. As per claim 12 & 13 Logan disclosed a method according to Claim 1, wherein 
resource provider is an application (col.5, lines 46-67 & col. 6, lines 1-3). 

14. As per claim 19 Logan disclosed a method according to Claim 1 , wherein the 
resource request is a DNS record and the information in the resource request is 
contained within an additional DNS text field forming part of the DNS record (col.5, lines 
46-67 &col.6, lines 1-3). 

15. As per claim 20 Logan disclosed a method according to Claim 16, wherein the 
response transmitted by the GDLS is a DNS record and the server selection criteria of 
the compatible resource providers are contained within an additional DNS text field 
forming part of the DNS record (col.5, lines 46-67 & col.6, lines 1-3). 

16. As per claim 21 Logan disclosed a method according to Claim 1 , further 
comprising 

Identifying a lookup means for accessing said resource provider (col.3, lines 8-25). 

17. As per claim 22 Logan disclosed a method according to claim 21 wherein the 
look up means comprises an address (col.3, lines 8-25). 
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18. As per claims 23 & 24 Logan disclosed a method according to Claim 21 wherein 
the identifying comprises retrieving a second identity of the network entity (col.4, lines 
47-67 & col.5, lines 1-2). 

19. As per claim 29 Logan disclosed an architecture according to claim 28, further 
comprising a content, distribution point manager CDPM associated with the GDL, the 
CDPM holding information on resource provider, said CDPM configured to provide 
information on all known resource providers able to supply the requested resource on 
receiving a query from the GLLS corresponding to the resource request received by 
GLLS (col.4, lines 47-67 & col.5, lines 1-2). 

20. As per claim 31 Logan disclosed a method according to Claim 2, wherein the 
sever selection criteria includes information on one of the group comprising: a response 
time of said resource provider, a load on said resource provider, a distance to the 
resource provider from the, and a throughput of the resource provider (col.5, lines 46-67 
&col.6, lines 1-3). 

21 . As per claim 32 Logan disclosed a method according to Claim 1 , wherein the 
requested resource is available on the resource provider but is not available on the 
GLLS (col.4, lines 47-67 & col.5, lines 1-2). 
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22. As per claim 33 Logan disclosed a communications network comprising the 
scalable architecture as claimed in claim 27 (col. 12, lines 5-11). 

23. As per claim 34 Logan disclosed a method according to Claim 1 wherein the fist 
of resource providers transmitted by the GDLS is in order of their compatibility with the 
resource request, the most compatible resource provider placed first (col.4, lines 47-67 
& col.5, lines 1-2). 

24. As per claim 35 Logan disclosed a method according to Claim 1 wherein the 
GLLS includes a Content Distribution Point Manager (CDPM), the CDPM adapted to 
provide information about local resource providers within an ISP domain (col.4, lines 47- 
67 & col.5, lines 1-2). 

25. As per claim 36 Logan disclosed a method according to Claim 1 wherein the 
GDLS includes a Content Distribution Point Manager (CDPM), the CDPM adapted to 
provide information about resource providers throughout the network (col.4, lines 47-67 
& col.5, lines 1-2). 
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Response to Arguments 

26. Applicant's arguments filed November, 13, 2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

27. Applicant argued that Logan does not disclose or even suggests a "GLLS in a 
client network". 

28. As to applicant's argument, not even applicants specification disclose such 
scenario. Please see examiner's rejection on line 1 of this office action. 

29. Applicant argued that Logan does not teach the best GLLS selecting the best 
resource provider in the list according to the server selection criteria. 

30. As to applicants broad argument Logan clearly describes selecting the best site 
according to a specific criteria for example the site that imposes minimum delay (please 
read col. 5, lines 46-59). 

31 . Applicant is again advised to that when reviewing a reference the applicants 
should remember that not only the specific teachings of a reference but also reasonable 
inferences which the artisan would have logically drawn therefrom may be properly 
evaluated in formulating a rejection. In re Preda, 401 F. 2d 825, 159 USPQ 342 (CCPA 
1968) and In re Shepard, 319 F. 2d 194, 138 USPQ 148 (CCPA 1963). Skill in the art is 
presumed. In re Sovish, 769 F. 2d 738, 226 USPQ 771 (Fed. Cir. 1985). Furthermore, 
artisans must be presumed to know something about the art apart from what the 
references disclose. In re Jacoby, 309 F. 2d 513, 135 USPQ 317 (CCPA 1962). The 
conclusion of obviousness may be made from common knowledge and common sense 
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of a person of ordinary skill in the art without any specific hint or suggestion in a 
particular reference. In re Bozek, 416 F.2d 1385, 163 USPQ 545 (CCPA 1969). Every 
reference relies to some extent on knowledge of persons skilled in the art to 
complement that is disclosed therein. In re Bode, 550 F. 2d 656, 193 USPQ 12 (CCPA 
1977). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 

< 

MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Asghar Bilgrami whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3907. The examiner can normally be reached on 9-5. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley can be reached on 571-272-3924. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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